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Re:  WRITTEN COMMENTS 70 EMERGENCY LEGISLATIVE RULE
TITLE 112, SERIES 18— HOPE SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM

M. Fusrnoff

The following written comments to the Emergency Legislative Rule, Title 112, Series 18 of the West
Vieginia Code of State Rules, Hope Scholarship Program (the "Fmergency Rule™), are submitted, in
response to that certain Notice of Public Conunent Period fimviting public comment on the Emergency
Rule. These comments are submitted by the Department of Catholic Schools of the Diccese of
Wheeling-Charleston {the “Departiment of Catholic Schools”).

L Bachground
The Roman Catholic Diocese of Wheeling-Charleston sovers the entire State of West Virginia and
operates {through its individual Parishes in most cases) eighteen Catholic primary scheols (inclading
bath K-35 and K-8 buildings} and six Catholic high schools (each individually & “Catholic School™ and
together “Catholic Schools™}.*

{atholic Schools are committed to providing quality education for their students in the Catholic
tradition and in a nurtering Christ centerad environment. They endeavor to challenge students and
encourage them to reach their full potential by recognizing, developing, and sharing the gills that they
have received from God. Saint John Pasl 1T said that “Catholic education aims not only to communicate
facts, but also to fransmit a coherent, comprehensive vision of life, i the conviction that the truthe
contained in that vision liberate studenis in the most profound meanimyg of buman fesdom.” Wost
Virginia’s Catholic Schools seek lo realize that vision in the pursuit of well-formed and well-rounded
young people grounded in the truth and committed o the common g00d.

1L Stabeholder

West Virginia’s Cathelic Schools are independently acoredited and operaie under exemption (k)
{W.Va. Code § 18-8-1). Aftendance at Catholic Schools satisfies the compulsory school atiendance
requirement for children under West Virginia law.
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Catholic Schools are organizations that would be eligible under W.Va, Code §§ 18-31-1 &t seq., and
under the Emoergency Rule, to seek the approval of the Hope Scholarship Board (W . Va. Code § 18-31-
1) to receive Hope Scholasship funds for providing education services to Hope Scholarship stndents.
Tt is in this capacity, as potential Bducarion Service Providers, that the Bepanroent of Catholic Scheols,
speaking for, and on behall of, West Virginia's Catholic Schools, submits the following comments 10
the Emerzency Ruke.

HiL. Written Comments

The Departroent of Catholic Schools applands the efforts of the Hope Scholarship Board with respect
to the preparation of the Emergency Rule. The administration of a new program covering a host of
operational issues is a monumental task, particulardy in the first operational year, and the Emergency
Fule makes significant progress in clarifying elements of the program for Hope Scholarship Students,
Account Holders, and Edusation Service Providers,

With a cooperative spirii then, and in the hope that these comments may be of assistance to the Hope
Scholarship Board, the Department of Catholie Schools states as follows:

o §li2-18-103.14
The Bmergency Rule provides, in § 112-18-11.3.1.4, that,

“Prior to receiving Hope Bcholarship Funds, an education service provider must sign a
contract with the Board, agreeing to the following: ... 11.3.1.d That the provider will
not engage in onlawful discrimination in providing educalion services to Hope
Scholarship students{.]”

This provision is unclear and may lead to unpecessary confusion with respect 1o the obligations of
Education Service Providers in that (i) it does not specify what constitutes “anlawiil discrimination”
and {ii} it creates coufusion as 1o what activities of ap Education Service Provider might be inchuded
“in providing education services to Hope Scholarship students|. {7

A, What Constitutes Dnlawfid Diserimination

In the first instance, what may be unlawful i public schools may not be onlawfel in parochial
mstitutions. For example, 4 parochial school may require adherence to an honor code, moral standard,
or other set of rules that correspond to the teachings of a particular faith, whereas such a mandatory
faith based standard may nol be pormitted in public scheols, Stmlarly, parochial schools may have sex
specific uniform reguitements that might be considered discriminatory in a public setiing or they may
give preference in admissions to mermbers of a particwlar religious faith; or they may corporate prayer
and religious instruction in a fashion that would be considered diseriminlory in public schools.

These activities do pot constitute unlawiul discrimination in a parochial scheol environment ~ in fact
they are part of a fabric of actions, policies, and behaviors that ground daily life and the educational
expericnes in the teachings of a faith wadition. This grounding of education in faith is one important
distinguishing factor between parochial schools and their public counterparts. Hope Scholarship
Students that choose to attend parochial schook will be choosing this environment, but the language
of § 112-18-11.3. 1.4 of the Emergency Kule may lead lope Scholarship students to he confused with
respect to the govermning principles of their parochial schocls. Obviously, parochial sehiools will abide
hy the law as it applies to each of them, but the blanket reference to ‘onlawiful’ conduet leaves room to



confuse conduct that wounld be unlawfl for a public school with standards that apply to parechial
instimutions and for this reason the kangusge is unclear.

il What 15 included in ‘providing education services to Hope Scholarship Students?’

In the second instance, the current version of § 112-18-11.3.1.d of the Emergency Rule precludes
‘mnlawiul discrimination’ in “providing education services to Hope Scholarship studentsf.]” It s not
clear what operations of an Hducation Service Provider might be involved in “providing education
sarvices o Hope Scholarship students].]”

How closely tied to a student must 2 reguirement, poticy, action, ot procedure of a parochial institution
be before i might be deemed to be involved in “providing education services to Hope Scholarship
students]. [ For example, in Catholic Schools our teachers are ministers of the Catholic faith with
specific responsibilities related to teaching our faith and modeling #s tenets 1o create an educational
environment that s grounded in our Cathelic faith, As presently writlen in the Emergency Rule, it 1
not clear whether § 112-18-11.3.1.d might apply to hiring matters for teachers and statf, or employee
conduct policies. In another example, Catholie Schools display religious symbols and statements
grounded in the Catholic faith in the design and déeor of their buildings. § 112-18-11.2.1.d could ereate
confusion over whether decorations or the display of religious symbaols might be lavelved in “providing
education services to Hope Scholgrship students.]”

iii. Propased Revision of the Emergency Rule

The Department of Catholic Schools does not believe that § 112-18-11.3.1.d was intended fo disrupt
any of these practices by parochial Bducation Sesvice Providers, in fact, West Virginia Code § 18-31-
11{d) specifically guarantees that “{a} paricipating school or education service provider s not required
to alter its crocd, practices, admission policy, hidog policy or curriculum in order to accept eligible
recipients whose parents pay tuition or fees from a Hope Scholarshipl.]” Instead, the Department of
Catholic Schools believes that § 112-18-11.3.1.d is a reference to W.Va, Code § § 18-31-11{a)}{4}
which requires that Edacation Service Providers “{ceriify that {they] will not discriminate on any basis
prohibited by 42 1.8.C. 1981.7 42 U.S.C. § 1981 states (in relevani part):

All persons within the jurisdiction of the United States shall have the same right in
every State and Territory to make and enforce comfracts, to sue, be parties, give
avidence, angd to the full and cqual benefit of all laws and procecdings Tor the security
of persons and property as is enjoved by white citizens, and shall be subject to like
punishment, pains, penalties, taxes, hcenses, and exactions of every kind, and o 1o
other,

To eliminate confusion, ensure that the Emergency Rule remains consistent with West Virginia
Code § 18-31-11(d), and to permit the participation of parochisl schools in the Hope Scholarship
Prozram, the Department of Cathelic Schools recommends fwo changes to the Emergency Rule.

First, the Departmest of Catholic Schools recopumends revising W.Va. TR § 112-18-11.3.1.d
to read as foHows:

“11.3.0.d That the Provider will not discriminate on any basis prohibited by
42 E5.8.¢, 1081



Second, the Department of Catholic Schools recommends inserting clarifying language into the
Emergency Rule that refers (o the guarantees of West Virginia Code § 18-31-11{d) ensuring that
peither the Emergency Rule, nor the eontract with providers referenced in W.Va, TSR § 112-18-
11.3, may be construed to require a participating school or Fducation Service Provider to alter
its creed, practices, admission policy, hiring policy or curriculum in order 1o accept eligible
recipients whose parents pay tuition or fees frem 2 Hope Scholarship.

2. W¥a CHB S112-18-11.4.1

The Emergency Rule requires that nonpublic schools that are participating Education Seevice Providers
mast “[ujpon the request of the Board, ... provide the Board with written advance notice ofany changes
to the tnition or fee schedule that oceur during the academic year” (W.Va, CER § 112-18-114.1) In
s instance, the Department of Catholic Schools believes that the reference fo “the academic year” in
this sentence refers to changes would alier the tuitition or fee schedule of an Education Service Provider
for the “academic vear” that such information was reported o the Hope Scholarship Board. IF that is
the inteni, then;

the Dtepariment of Catholic Schools recommends revising W.Va, C.8.R. § 112-18-18.4.1 to clarily
the regrivement and to vead as follows:

11.4.1 Upon reguest of the Board, an authorized education service provider that
is 3 nompublic schonl must submit, withic 20 days, s complete copy of §ts then
current fuition and fee schedsule to the Board, I the Board hias requested & copy
of the tuition and fee schedule uader this Section, any changes to the same that
would alter tuition and fees for the same academic year when the request was
made, shalf be reported to the Board prior to the effective date of the change.

This change should clarify that changes to the twition and fee schedule of a non-public school that is
an Education Service Provider are nol tequired to be reported to the Board in advance if they will apply
only to fisture academic years {absent another tequest from the Board under W.Va, CE.E, § 112-18-
11.4.1).

3. WVa CSR. §11218:11.7

Section 11.7 of the Emergency Rule states:

11.7  As required in W.Va. Code § 18-31-14, an education service provider raust
submil to any audit initisted by the Board related to Hope Scholarship Funds. Upon
request, the education service provider must provide the Board with access o all
records related to Hope Schokarship studerds or funds.

The Department of Catholic Schools suggests that the Jast sentence of Bection 11.7 15 too broad and
could be interpreted to require the disclosure of student records that may go far beyond the Hope
Scholarship Board’s inferest in ensuring that Hope Scholarship funds are heing spent for appropriste
qualified expenses.

For example, “records relating to Hope Scholarship students” may include personal health records,
discipline records, test scores and academic framscripts, rceords related to participation i
extracwricular activities (ke waivers for field trips, permission slips, sports records, efc.).
immunization records, HIPPA-protected health information, and any number of other records related



0 a particular student, At best, thess records are unrelated to auditing the appropriate expendidure of
Hope Scholarship funds, and in some instances they may run inte conflict with other duties a privae
or parochial school owes 10 a student by law or under contract (such as privacy concarns},

Therefore, the Department of Catholic Schools recommends that the second sentence of Section
11.7 of the Emergency Rule be revised fo read as follows:

Upon request, the edueation service provider must provide the Beard with access
to records necessary fo verify the expenditure of Hope Scholarship funds on
gqualifving expenses,

¥, Conclosion

The Department of Catholic Schools appreciates the sngagement of the Hope Scholarship Board and
the Treasursr’s office on these matters. Moving forward Catholic Schools look to ensuring that, should
they choase fo ationd a Catholic School, Hope Scholarship recipients receive a well-rounded, high
quality education, that focuses not only an the development of intellect but on the formation of
character.

Ouestions rmay be directed to me at the address below or phene mumber below,
Vory Truly Yours,
Mary Ann Deschaing

Superintendent

Diocese of Wheeling-Charleston
Deparment of Catholic Schools

1311 Byron Street

PO Box 230

Wheeling, West Virginia 26003

(304) 2330880
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April 20, 2022

Mary Ann Deschaine
Superintendent

THovese of Wheeling-Charleston
Department of Catholic Schools
1311 Byron Strest

PO Box 230

Wheeling, WV 26003

(304} 233-088C

Me. Deschaine:

Thank you for your cornments in response to the Hope Scholarship Board's legislative rule
112 OSR 18. The Hope Schularship Board has reviewed your comments and conidered the etfect
an the proposed role. Below you will find a sunmarization of the comnents recetved and the

Boeard’s responses to those cormments,

The Catholic THoecese (“the THocese™) suggested eliminating the language in subdivision
11.3.1.4. of the rule requiring a provider to agree that the “provider will not engage in vnlawhul
diserinsination in providing educstion servives to Hope Scholarship students].]” The [hocese
expressed concern that the provision is unclear and may lead to unnecessary confusion with respect
to the obligations of providers, based on the fact that many anti-discrimination laws sppiying 10
public schoole do not apply in the private and parochial school context. Based on this comment,
the Hope Scholarship Board (“the Board”) has agresd to amend subdivision 11.3.1.4. to instead



state that a provider must agree “[t/hat in providing educational services, the provider will not
engage in inlawful discrimination acecrding to state or federal law applicable o the provider.” By
clarifying that the agresment only contemplates applicable law, the new language ensures that
providers will not be conpelled to agree with any legal requirernents that do not already apply to
the provider. The Board declined to eliminate the language specifying that the agreement refirs
only fo discrimination “in providing educetional services o Hope Scholarship students,” which
the [Hocsse described as vague. The intent of the langnage is to ensure that the riles do not attemnpt
to regulate activities cutside of the scope of providing services to Hope Scholarship students (for
sxample, non-school religious services cccurring in a church that offers a private school), as the
permissible seope of the rube-ds limited to the Hope Scholarship Program. Additionally, the Board
declined to include language suggested by the Diccese stating that “neither the Ensergency Rule,
nor the contract with providers referenced in W.Va. CSR § 112-18-11.3, may be construed to
require a participating school or Education Bervice Provider to alser ite oreed, practices, admission
policy, hiring policy or curriculum in order to aceept eligible recipients whose parerits pay fuition
or fees from a Hope Scholarship.” West Virginia Code § 1 $-31-11{d} specifically provides that
“Tal parficipating school or education service provider is not required to alter its creed, practices,
admission policy, hiring policy or curriculum in order to accept eligible recipients whose parents
pay tuition or fees from a Hope Scholawship.]” Based on the exi sting statutory guarantee, there 18
no nosd to insert the identical language nto the rule.

The Diocese suggested clarifyving language in subsection 11.4.1. of the rule relating to
suition and fee schedules. Afier discussing the public comments regarding tuition and fee schedules
with the Board’s program manager, all cducation service providers receiving Hops Scholarship
fimds will be requited during the onboarding process to provide tuition and fes schedules so that
pareats can transparently shop and compare pricing for any services they wish o purchase.
Therefore, the Board has amended subsection 11.4.1, of the mile to clarify that tuifion and fes
schedules of all education service providers will be required.

The Divcese suggested the last sendence of section 11.7. could be broadly interpreted to
require access to records that go beyond the Board's interest in ensuring Hope Scholarship funds
are being spent on qualified expenses. The Bourd agreed with this public comment and amended
the language 1o incerporate the aliernative language suggestad by the Dhiocese.

Thank vou again for your thoughtful review and submission of commends o the Hope
Seholarship Board.

Siocerely,

; 7
ﬁ,‘-ﬁ“{«iﬁ’?&u\. ;g R

Adam Shuermake
Secretary, Hope Scholarship Board
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Andrew Nelms
Govermental Affairs Manager
ves, every kid. Foundation

1320 M. Courthouse Rd., Suite 400
Arlington, VA 22201
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by, Mehing:

Thank you for vour comments in response to the Hope Scholarship RBoard’s legislative rule
112 CSR 1%. The Hope Scholarship Board bas reviewed your comments and sonsidered the effect
on the proposed rule. Below you will find a summarization of the comments received and the

Roard’s responses to those comments.

Yes Every Kid inguired whether continved eligibility to participate in the Hope Scholarship
Program could be considered mecting the aonual renewal requirement. The Hope Scholarship
Board {“the Board™) believes automatically renewing eligible students for the Hope Scholarship
without confirming with & perent/gnardian that they wish to remain a Hope Scholarship student
could creste contusion. The Board made no changes fo the rule as 2 result of this publie comment.

Yes Every Kid inquired whether the application window in the rule could be expanded,
possibly to even the entire year. While the legistative tules do operate under sn spplication
window, the Board has also pemmitted for students that become eligible for the Hope Scholarship
Program owmside of the application window or students vwho missed the application window but
are otherwise eligible for the program, to apply at any time during the academic year. The Board
helieves the cutrent rule siracture provides flexibility to parents and students to apply for the Hope
Scholarship, and therefore, has made no changes to the rule as » result of this public comment.



Ves Every Kid suggested the Board add a definition of “individualized instractional
program”. The Board agresd with this reconunendation and incorporsied a definition of
“ndividualized instructional progrars” in section 2.16, of the nule.

YVes Pvery Kid expressed concern as to whether the qualifying expenses section of the rale
weould make certzin expenditures impermissible. Yes Bvery Kid suggested striking langusge in
subsecton 9.2.2. of the rule to broaden expenses outside of the subject matiess of reading,
mathematics, scienos, social stadies, or the arts. The Board agresd with the need to clarify items
in the gualified expenses section of the rule to permit expenses for educational enrichment.
Therefore, the Board has agreed to smend the rale by adding an additionsl subsection in 9.2.16.

that reads as follows:

«“g 16, Tuition and foes for programs of stady, curdeulum, or supplies needed for
supplemental or slective sducational courses;”

Yes Fvery Kid inguired whether the Hope Scholurship Board could automate the
transimittal of the notice of intent to the county superintendent. Currently, the Hope Scholarship
Board does not have this functivnality to facilitate an automated process mentioned above.
However, the Bosrd may explore the utility into this functionality for future academic years. At
this time, the Board bas made no changes to the rile as a result of this public comment.

Yes Bvery Kid inguired whether the list of persons eligible to be an authorized acoount
holder could be amended to recognize any parent as an awthorized account holder. The Board
welieves the current Hst of eligible individuals outlined in subsection 5.1.1. of the nue is the
appropriate Hat, as it incorporates additional individuals that may be responsible for a student’s
educational program. Therefore, the Board has made no changes to the rule a8 a regult of this public
oornnent.

Yes Every Kid inguired whether the rule could be amended fo encapsulate other
transaction methods outside of clestronic payment processing nsing the online portal. While
section 7.2. of the rule and subsection 8.1.1. of the rule requires all Hope Scholarship transactions
to be comploted electronically using the online portal, the Board did contemplate other payment
options as outlined in subsection 8.1.2. of the rule when it permitted reimbursement of funds that
can be approved on a case by case basis in the event parents raust purchase qualifying expenses
outside of the elecironic portal. The Board believes the current rule sirucwre provides the
appropriate balance of flexibility and fraud prevention sontrols. Therefors, the Board bas made no
changes to the rule as a reselt of this public comrnent.

Thank vou again for vour thoughtfiul review and submission of comments o the Hope
Heholarghip Board.

Sineerely,

Adam Shuemake
Secretary, Hope Scholarship Board
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Submitted to the WY Famities United for Education

§112-18-2 Dehnitions

S
L ORTR,

e
RS
RELLERS

30

Wy
RN

2
e

N
AR
£
B
oy

3

N

5, W s
e S
v OTERY

3

w

a8
A

WA

ibility

igi

Expense

ing

18-11 Provider El

o

£

=

=

I

3 o

[} @

£ =

Iy G &

< &

; & 2

& & w :

o k7 i :

N P Lo ES .

Mw. % uh o™ o I oE s 0
Vo - e Al e A 4 =

- R T oy Eoar I N

Wy s 2y O - B ) L)



e

ey

WA

b

7

RRE
v B
AT

b
e
LT et

DRI

Oither Questions

7

Aol
AT MDA

o N




‘\\\\\\} \\\\\ § \§ \\\\\¢\§ ?\'\\“ \\b’k\\\ %\\ \\\\S § \Q § §
s\\\.:§ \\\\\\\\\ \\\ §\\ \: §\\\\\
TN A 3 \“\:\ i § )
§‘“§ AN a\\\\ NN

April 20, 2022

Samde Buckland
Fducation Advocate
WY Families United for Bducation

(304} 237-5292
Ms. Buckiand:

Thartk vou for your comments in response to the Hope Scholarship Board’s legisiative rule
112 CSK 18, The Hops Scholarship Board has reviewad your comments and considered the effect
on the proposed rule. Below you will find 2 summarization of the comments recetved and the
Board’s responses to those comments.

The firet comment posed guestions about potential supplies being qualified expenses. The
Tressurer’s Office recommends amending the mile to clerify that cwrriculum and supplies
neoessary for an educational program are qualified enpenses. The Hope Schoiarship Board {“the
Board™) wishes 1o bring all participating vendors that seek to receive Hope Scholarship fomnds into
the EMA portal. Although subsection 8.1.2 oftherule allcws retmbursement of qualified expenses
on a case by case basis, the Board strongly encourages account owness to utilize the portal for
purchases whenever possible. All reimbursement documentation must be submitted to the Board
and final approval rests with the Board. Additionally, iterus such as educational books and
materials would be gualificd expenses wnder the program. The Board has amended the rule o
clarify that curriontum and supphies necessary for an edugational program are gualified expenses.

The second comment inguired sbout the 45 day time window that the Board has from
receipt of an application to 1ssus an award letter, The statutory language is clear and is duplicative
to put into fhe rules as well. The Board made no change 1o the rile as 3 result of this comment.



g
FERh R

[

b
s

STV I T
SNy
DINEYY AT Y
SRFR AR RN




&fm&rhmﬁ James

From:
Sont:
Ta:
Rublect:

Follow Up Flag
Flag Stafus:

Jalme@pdaforg
Tuesday, March 8
Fuerholf, lamas
[External] Pu

2022 1125 AM

Cammments fort

Follow up
Fla Qae 3

N

Lk

1

U“m:\; This e~mai originated from autside of the WWSTO. Please exarcise caution,

My, Fusrhofh

My name is lalme. | just have some thoug %’ﬁ* here is my story, |
struggling with ADHD My L

ot who all have this ronce

put iy daughter in Mercer Christian Jﬂazgademy.
i schoo! was too crow

becauss of his ADHD, Pub

child, He cannot tolerate sou

-
e

ik

able to have the same apportunity as my son, Pubiic school is lac
not benefitting. | am just a mother who wants her children to have the

fhem in a more wholasomae ¢

oursting my masters in sodial work up untl recently. |
grg, especially those that have no support
thamsebves. | feel as if the 45 day ervoliment in a public schoot s
already enrolied in private school so you must a0t need hel o7 Wall fam hers to tell you
child to attend MUA& This s not Induding pay

3 of

passionate aboul helping

pay mug hly $4,600/ year per ¢
nake manthly payments of $600 throughout the vear

aflor

ﬁ-*_‘

can't

ifferance in the way my son was lsarning. | enrolled my

e My son i
2y

fe

‘wars ago |

Ao
(= 9&..!

ot
L

neds or noises, MCA has

prwvironmaent. | have a bachelor’s
Plustea
}-- oy

thedr tuition. Wh 2t fivst heard of the MOFE Scholarship prog

et some help sven if its paying for the books, |
days or approaching kinde
roll them in MCA

enrotled in public school for
out them in public s

5

heing pulled here and there,

this scholarship that are VERY well off financially. Yet, we that zm:vk hard and are
bt barely making ends meet once again get the short end of the stick. s abways
that don't “want” to be a condributing member :,}‘* society getting all the perk

much or the ones

families that are in the middie get %’f’ﬂén-’; WA s also a state tha
private schooling. | feel myself along with other parents that are s
hwated. All we want s every ¢

private school feal d
was a well thought ot
schiolarsh
cc}ﬂsssﬁé‘:raﬁm

I Halel

3 Lrg.j
oy that
in this matter,

oot for
ggual to "playing the system” and | just don't agres with that. In addit

at lsagt 45
45 days than re-en

{ feel Hke this is typical WV legis

chil
ram and { fesi ¢

1S is wrong 4
zould help families like us who are just stuck int
God Blass,

Was ehsa arensd o §ﬂam this only

d to have the
e “ﬁs‘xC T

ere are 5o many families ke my
aughieris 7. Last year [ chose 10
enrolled my son. | chose to anrell my son

kriw the

and a very hard environment for a raeure;séiv:a&rc&arnt
vary small student: tsacher ratio. This made a hug
daughter the naxt year. { belleve she should &

¥
b

s

[ingg in so many areas. My children were
hest education | can ;*rmfsﬁ? foor

of the arts degree in sodal sdlence and wasg

annot afford to finish right now. Fam

systam or means of helping

:3;3\5\{%5%* saving ¢ oh, your children are
CPSTRUGGLE..
g for meals and fees. ¢ mr@i

riuse my h“(“i".a?“““ rax refund 1o pay
gram | was sxcited thinking Dwould at least
heips those who weare

grgarien. So :‘f i take uui vy children mri

;iE get the assistance? § foel Hie this is
}; child cannot mantally hm’*%e&
laty Th re are many families | see getling

& contriputing to society
the ones that have too

Us

o5

2l
B

acks any type of tax incentives for
agggémg but have their children in
SAME apportunities. | do not feel this
natory, Are there any other private
:mmﬁ;@; Thank vou for vour time and

gk

,.-.



laime Armold

Public Refender Corp.
tegal Secrotary

Phone: 304-487-2543 x. 4
Cell; 304-716-2249



S N
S“\\ \\\‘\\\\\\ ;\ §\\ \\\ §\\\\
MY P T
§\‘;§§ \\\\\ § &S \‘\\ & S\\\\\\‘\Q

April 20, 2002

Ma. Jamis Amold

SN RS

Me, Amold:

Thank you for your comments in response to the Hope Scholarship Board's legnslative mile
112 CSR 18. The Hope Scholarship Board has reviewed your comments and eonsiderad the effect
on the proposed rule. Below you will find 2 summarization of the comments received and the

Board's responses o those comments.

Ms. Amold expressed concerns with the 45 day requirement to be eligible for the Hope
Scholarship. Current public-school students, incoming kindergarien students, and any student that
is enrolled in public school for at least 43 days af the time of application are eligible to receive the
Hope Scholarship. The Hope Scholarship Board is gtatutorily charged with the implementation
and administration of this prograrn. The Board has no ability to alter the Hope Scholarship Act and
is not ins 4 pesition te comment on public policy decisions outside of implementations of the Act.
The Hope Scholarship Board recommends no change to therele ss a result 6f this public comment.

Thank vou again for your thoughtful review and subroission of comments to the Hope
Scholarship Board.

Sincerely,

ol 2 L

Adam Shuemake
Secretary, Hope Schelarship Board



